JOSEPE W. COTCHETT {SBN 36324)

NANCY L. FINEMAN (SBN 124870) FILINGID
| STEVEN N, WILLIAMS (SBN 175459) £ 1481 170¢(
| NANCIE. NISHIMURA (SBN 1526213
| COTCHETT, PITRE & McCARTHY A L b
| 840 Malcolm Road, Sute 200 Ciark of thir Buparior (out
| Burlingame, CA 9406140
| Telephone: {650} 697-6600 MAY 16 2007

| Lead Attorneys for Independent Plaintiffs

: MICHELLE GOODMAN {SBN 218607)

: NITIN REDIYY (SBN 220451}

| SIDLEY, AUSTIN, BROWN &WOQOD LLP
| 555 West Fifth Street, Suite 4000

 Los Anpeles, CA S0013-101G

| Phone: {213) B96-6604

| Aitorneys for Defendant

| CMS Energy Resources Management Company

JEFFREY M. SHORET (SBN 67529}
s MARK H. HAMER {S8N 156997
: DLA PIPER UUS LLP
2k 401 B Street, Suite 17060
| San Diego, CA 92101-4297
| Phone: {619} 699-2760
| Attornevs for Defendant
Witliams Power Company, Inc.

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

By: K SANDOVAL, Deputy

COORDINATION PROCEEDING
SPECIAL TITLE (RULKE 1556¢b))

NATURAL GAS ANTI-TRUST CASES §,
15 15 & 1V

FOCP Nos. 4121, 4224, 4226 and 4228
{PREOPOFED] ORDER RE:

{1) PLAINTIFFS MOTION TG
COMPEL WILLIAMS® RESPONSES
TO INDEPENDENT PLAINTIFES’
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, SET
{NE; AND

This Document Relates To:

}
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)

ALL PRICE INDEXING CASES 1 (2 PLAINTIFES' MOTION TO
) COMPEL CMS* RESPONSES TO
)} INDEPENDENT PLAINTIFFS®
}  SECOND SET QF SPECIAL
g INTERROGATORIES
}

)
)
)

Date. March 12, 2007
Time: 10:00 am
Dept: 7%

Hon. Ronaid 8. Prager

¥ [PROPOSEDE ORPER RE: (1) FLFS MOTION TO COMPEL WIELLIAMS™ RESPONSES TO IND. PLFS' REQUESTS FOR
 ADMISSIGNS, SET ONE; AND (1) PLES' MOTION TO COMPEL ('MS' RESPONSE T0 IND, PLFS' SECOND SEY OF
SPECIAL INTERROGATORIES, JCCP Nos. 4223, 4224, 4726 and 4228




4 5

e

b3

wf

83

2]

Oz March 12, 2007, the Court informally beard the requests of (1} the Independent

Plaintiffs to try to informally resolve The Wilkams Companies, Inc. and Williams Power

? Company, Inc. (collectively “Williams™} Objections to the independent Plaintiffs’ Requests for

Admissions re Scope of Discovery; and {2} the Independent Plaintiffs (o iy to informally resolve
CMS Energy Rescurces Management Company’s {known during the relevant fime pertod as
CMS Marketing Services and Trading Co.) ("CMS”} objections to the Independent Plaintiffy’
Second Set of Interrogatories. Nancy L. Fineman of Cotchett, Pitre & McCarthy appoeared for
Independent Plaintiffs. Michele B. Goodman and Nitin Reddy of Sidley Austin LLP appeared
for Defendant CMS Energy Resources Management Company. Mark B, Hamer of DLA Piper

j USLLP appeared for Defendant Wilhams Power Company, Inc. Also appearing in person were

Joel B, Kleinman of Dickstein Shapiro LLE for Defendant Duke Energy Corporation; Noah Al

| Katsell of DLA Piper U8 LLE, for Defendant Williams; Christopher §. Healey of Luce, Forward,

Hamilton & Scripps for Defendant Reliant Energy Services, Ing., and Ha} Gibson of Krause,
Kalfayan, Benink & Slavens for the Class.  Appearing by telephone were Richard P. Levy of

After discussing this matter with counsel and obtaining an tnformal resclution of this

| matier, the Court finds and orders as follows:

i As a gude for future discovery, the Court finds that Plaintiffs may make specific

discovery requests regarding subject matter fransactions.  Discovery outside the geographic hubs

{FROPMISED] QROER KE: (1) PLES MOTTON YO COMPEL WILLIAMS® RESPONSES 0 IND. PEFS REQUESTS FOR
| ADMISSEONS, SET ONE; AND £2) PLES' MOFION TO COMPEL OMS' RESPONSE T0 IND. PLES SECOND SET OF
SPRCIAL INVERROGATORIES, JOCP Nos, 4221, 4224, 4226 sod 4218




| define, that factor woundd malitate against competling responses. If the discovery is burdensome,
Detfendants shall specify the burden to respond to the discovery. In all other respects, the normal

mies of discovery, as set forth in the statutes, rules and case law, govern the requests and

4 || responses,

5 2. Defendants CMS and Williams are to provide supplementsl responses in Hght of
& the foregomyg,

? 3 1f there are further discovery issues that arise, the parties are to meet and confer to

try tor informaliy resobve any disputes. 1f the parties are unable to informally resolve their
disputes, they are to notify the Cowrt and schedule an ex parte hearing. The parties do not need
| to bring a formal motion. Instead, they should present 2 grid to the Court which includes a

contimann of the most 10 least objectionable discovery requests.

iT IS SO ORBERED. ﬂ

| Dated: MAY 16 207 '
] RONALD 5. PRAGER
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